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By FRANCIS X. CLINES
> Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Jan. 14 — President
eagan today rejected criticism that
is Administration was in disarray and
cqntended that faulty news reports, not
(1_1? leadership, had caused the problem.
+‘I came in to point out to you accu-
Tately where the disarray iigs,” the
:%'uxde_m said at a news conference in
the

-3

White House press room. “It’s in
ose stories that seem to be going
around, because they are not based on

ct.”
ks . Reagan, rebutting the most in-
ense criticism thus far in his two-year-
d Administration, denounced as inac-
urate a spate of recent news reports
'*t‘ivlﬁ unidentified officials as criticiz-
g ite House procedures on budget

and foreign affairs. _

He said that on arms control matters
there had béen “such disarray ap.
Pproaching chaos in the press corps’” re-
cently that he felt obliged to come forth
{0 reassure the Western allies.

“It is true that I asked and want tg
hear differing v‘i’ewpqints' on things,”

o v

5y,

Reagan 'Déhieé Adm

PN :
before talks with the Soviet
Unionaretoresume, .

* The President’s decision to deal di-
rectly

o l’v‘vii!.h tbi cnuﬂm'sm followed his|
order this week to silence anonymous,
unauthorized comment by White House|
aidés. This: unofficial but traditional
g‘pelipe for information was singled ou
r criticism by Mr. Reagan.
.. “This hag been very indccurate —
things that are only options being pre-
sented, and on wmchmre has been no
decision,” the President said, discuss.
recent’ reports’ about: the bud{et.
They quoted staff aide as telling of in-
tense searches for last-minute budget,
devices, including the acceptance of tax
tons hat Had bocn Soregdored aea
tions that had de
.ema to the President's position.
“.“I've asked for the widest range of|
options,” he said. “And then [ $ug enly|
see’thiem. announced as- rumor that 1
Jhave made a decision or that I have de-|
cided on this or I'm willing to ga this|
Wway or not. That is where,
leaks have been very inaccurate, and I
jmt’_don‘t'thmk m should place so
em.”

u
anath-

the President sai aneven
tone and smiling at one point as he com.
plained to reporters about their work.

*‘But then I make the decisions, and this |-

has working very well."
The reports Mr. Reagan complajned

nfiden m.’

“ Mri- Reagan, whose political suc-

c%seswerthemyean havewonm'ﬂhxm a

reputation as ‘“‘the great communica-

tor,” was following the frequent mid-

term practice of earlier: Presidents in
0

of focused on two recent
aseries of major last-minute changes in
his budget strategy and a decision to re-
place some of the Administration’s
principal disa;mement negotiators

owing ng y to criti-
cism in news reports and political edj.
torials: In his case, however, he took

care in the crowded briefing room to
aqd a bit of laughter, as when a ques-

ic-| about the consisten

as I say, the|.

'nistfdti@t_i, Falters|

“wGée, 1 ?oué'x! for a minute I'd fost
my. jobll" b€ said as the reporters joined
im i tter.

tioner 'mistakenly addressed him as
“Mr. Secretary.” ’

im in laj
Wh whether his Administra-
“failing,”. tha President
e question by say-
ing his 1980 cam-

romises. “We have either suc-|

in keeping them or have made

an effort to keep them and still been
frustrated
House,” * he
about ocrats.,
On the subject of leaked reports about
the budget,” Mr. Reagan was ask
i of his order th:
only a designated official should be be-
lieved on the subject, A questioner
noted that this week at least two Cabf.
net. officials were the sources for re-
rts, described as reliable by other of.
ficials, that a Government pay freeze

tand an array of tax increases were

under consideration. .
“The difference was that you were

able to identify every one of

ple, he responded, ¢

3

(WASHINGTON, Jan. 14 (AP) —
President Reagan today vetoed a bill
that would have created seven wilder-
ness areas in Florida, saying it would

uired the Government to pay |

ve
chgmpanfei up to $200 million for miner-
algintheareas.

S €
The bill would have covered about

hve provided that the companies be
£

“Reagan Vetoes Wilderne

ss Bil!«

- Mr. Reagdn sald he re; MMoﬁu
the bill becgainse he suppo%trgg adding the
tracts o the wildernesy system. But,

citing the  provisions  requi
ﬁzenntss to miﬁeral comj ﬁes.nl&i lg:g
Coviimiment s poy s s
mment to 05’
mmg as mud: gfgm miéllllotn fgé
roperty rights — rights that, al
sent Lﬁjs legistation, rqirégh not other-

paid for the value of deposit:
they claim on the lands. Wilderness
areas created by the Ggyernment are
protected from commd¥cial develop-

. J:?en! and from mgtorized transporta-
tion. > B
- -~ + The bill would also have banned phos-

phate minifg in Florida’s Osceola Na-

tional Forest: Howevér, Interior Secre-

tary James G, Watt on Thursday denied
" lease ns to four

.- Noting Mr, Watt’s action a day earli:
 er, Mr. Rgagan said, “My disapproval
of thig legisTation will not have th ef.
fect'of permitti

proceed in the Usceola National For.
est.’

Mr. Watt said he was denying the

lease applications in the Osceola be-
cause enviromnemada studies by them In;
a1

] terior De a
= to mine phosphate in'the 52,000- | technology did not exist to assure the
Gk Oooui o Ehetein — 2", | land couldbe reclaimed. .

“ acré Osceola forest
S

" One subject that

phosphate m; to | the

by the majority in the|
contended, complaining | -
ts. %

ed | &
at

ease 2010/09/113 . CIA-RDP90-00552R000505370097-7 *» - -~
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“We've made great proims with re-
,” he said. “Ido

hically I have
evidently annoyed
the President was the déadlock over So-
cial Security reform, On this question,

political foot

all” of
He said he would %brant ‘‘Whatever
time jt takes” for his ipartisan study
ission to’ produce
tions for fiscal reform of Social Securi.
ty. The commission’s next session is set
for Saturday, and a reliable official said
the hope was to submit a report to Mr.

crats of making a
issue,

Reaganext week.

gram, which could include park con.

Reagan to Trajel to Cﬁicag’o

President Reagan
Mr. Reagan ;ternly accused the Demo- | Provic

Charles H. Percy, a_spokesman an-
noun Thursday. Larry S'gak
deputy press secretary, said that

Reagan would go to the school “to see
the progress” that had been made since
he visited there last May and held a
gueztion-andﬂnswer session with sty.

lents.

WASHINGTON, Jan. 14 (UPI) —

Wednesday to revisit the
ide t. Mel school, a predomi.
ial school,

a fund-raising event for Senator

es,
Mr.

ers in the progra;
private sector,

billion

and ad- | «Byt 19?4813 an election yea;
};rési:ient has changed
g2

The Congressman said his bill “is not
an answer to the immediate problem’
of “Itis a

the same household
Mr. Simon éstimated the cost at $§

e next

m 0 100K for jobs in the
he said. No more than
two members of

could get such jobs,

in 1983, $10 billion in 1986 and $15
Y | billion in each of three

r, and the
s positfon be-

2 Paul Simon, of Illinois, $60b

.One White House official willing tc ’ ‘lun ’ Pgplanfora worRs M’" program.

E eu‘lint; on mt:e hPmsidenti; anger g = =

lenied today that the complaints were . : o * 14
actually about the critical disclosures ¢ ¢ 1113 .
et i s ot | Congressman Proposes Plan for 3 Million obs:
of attributing them. Some, but not all, P~ L . e
partici] t&:t‘gudget meetings have T g T B N
t the sessions became in- |, ON, Jan. 14 (UPI) — | struction work, rehabilitati i ideat's ofts
: 3 . n. - 3 on of rail| Mr. Simon noted the President's oft.
ing as the Adminis fucgg“gde: pI tative Paul Simon said today | beds, rural health care, mass transit| stated opposition to ““make-work’ jobs’
deficits and resis n Congress g hewmuv; introduce legis!ation to create cleanup, demolition of condemned | But, he added, “our nation can nd’
" Onie question mmms ed latel port. thres million public service jobs at the | buildings, sidewalk and bicycle path| I afford tolive in the land of make-,
ors 1y p laxer <oy m{ m"’%"be minimum wage for those who could not | construction, adult litera programs, beﬁeve. thinking that just around the
sgft' his basic positi ons the 1 findwork in the tor, tree-planting, and installation of home| corner there be enough jobs in the
i resms iontasly 0 Intheface of | "My, Simon, a Democrat from Illinofs, | insulation for the poor and the elderly. . | private sector to provide hdl employ!
I)i n:luml'lpax:nd : ?‘ “%m But the | €Stimated the cost of the five-year pro- | Jobs under ldn Simon’s program | ment.” . T
President deciingd 1o des. But the | gram, which would begin in 1065, a¢ 450 ‘would pay the minimum wage, which is '

res lec] 0 confirm details hol illion. Local boards would . select | $3.35 per hour, for a four-day, 32-hour
ports, saying he projects to be performed under the pro- week. The fifth day would enable worke

Mis. Reagan Will Act
In Antidrug TV Role'

WASHINGTON, Jan, 14 (AP) —
Nancy Reagan will appear in an anti. .
drug’ cameo role on the NBC-TY
comedy “Diff’rent Strokes,” her .
press secretary said Thursday. s

It will be Mrs. Reagan’s first profes- - -
sional role since she- aj with |,
Rofald Reagan in the movie *Hell- +
cats of the Navy"’ in 1957 and only the
first televi ctis

1
look at a long-range pmblem,"ﬁe saﬁ,
“Unempla;ngxenﬁs not a short-rar

problem, and the
that, the better.’*

sooner we face up to

a
President’s wife since Betty Ford re. .
trieved her husband’s pipe from Lou
Grant on the “Mary Tyler Moore
Show” in 1975: . \

a0
X

> Ladies and gentlemen, . have a
tatement here, But before I begin, I

ching chacs i1 b
08 e press coj
with regard to the subject of ax{l?‘:
: pontrol that I thought before you un-
. raveled into complete disorder that

be \ge should straighten out the
Bett jmca'lung u r
&% So before taking your questions, I’
1 ‘express'a thought or twa which are a
matter of deep conviction for me with
¥ regard to arms control. These concern
1 What we must do before we can e t
.40 be successful and then what princi.
“ples ought to guide us in our neg6tiat.
= ing strategy, .
3" First, it seems to me that the two
factors that are essential to success in
‘arms control are leverage and deter-
mination. With respect to leverage,
5%it’s clear that when I arrived in office
there was viﬂuaugosio hope that we
could expect the- ets to bargain
Si“seriously for real reductions.
Sar After all, they had all the marblgs,
. Wehadn't designed a new missile in 15
~uyears. We hadn’t built a new subma.
'“Tine in the same period alth
2 they’d built more than 60, Our bom|

- ers were older than the pilots who flew
L5

em, .
i+ Today that's no longer the case.
- Working with the C ss, we have
{4 in the past two years succeeded in get-

? rization for a complete mod-
v for o MX,
b which still requires Congressfonal ac-
-&}um this spring.

¢Transcript of President’s News Confer
Y.+ _Following is a tmnscri‘pt of President Reagan’s news conference in Wash-

ton yesterday, as recorded by The New York Times:
' .7 OPENINGSTATEMENT

anything from them in refurn in'the
hope that our example will lead the
Soviets to cut theirs.

That approach has been tried on a
number ‘of occasions, For example,
President Carter decided to cut the
B-1 bomber, perhaps in the expecta.
tion that the Soviets would cut back on
their bomber programs. It didn't
work. Instead of cutting back, the
Soviets went steadily ahead with the .
Backfire and another advanced bornb-
er. .

A Treaty That Endures

age the Soviets in talks on
antiballistic missile systems. At the"
time, we had no deployment planned,
in short no leverage. Thé Soviets re-
fused to talk. But then the United
States decided to go ahead with an
ABM plan, and you know the rest:
Whenyit became clear that we
0 ahead with the derloyment, the
lets cama to the table arid we got a
treaty that still endures today.

The lesson is that they will bargain
when they have an incentive. And
today that incentive exists, and I'm
convinced that.we can make real
progress. It is with this thought in
mind that I had an in-depth meeting
yesterday on arms control with some
of my arms control advisers,

Next week I'll be meeting with Am-
bassador Ed Rowny and Paul Nitze.

e're rea?g. and I'm convinced that,
confident that with determination
can succeed. Keeping in mind

A
we
our

ne toGet
w3 My point is that now we’re in a post-
on wpo et somewhere, and I'm deter-
¥ mined that we shall,
ie%. The other quality I mentioned was
‘> determination. Recently I made a few
- management changes so t we'll
!i have a streamlined team in place
hrot

>"through which we can reach decisions
ivpromptly and get results in- the
evatalks, - .

*
"% I want to say something else about
9. my strategy toward arms control, It
-7,5eems to me that if you look back over
= the history of the past 15 years of
'€ talks, certain things em%:’ge. Frankly,
“w'some things have worked and others
¢ have not. i )

... Let me be specific. Some people
?},have argued that we ought to try uni.
woJateral disarmament, that we should
2 cut our own systems without getting

security of E
and to peace and in order to irsure me
closest possible coordination with our
Eu; allies on arms reductions
and deterrents, I've asked Vice Presi.
deg: Buséx to go to Europe for talks

with my European counterparts,
And v):hlle he's there, the Vice Presi.

dent will meet with the Pope, Prime

Minister Thatcher, Chancellor Kohl, |

- President Mitterrand, Prime Minister

Fanfani, Prime Minister Martens and
Prime Minister Lubbers as well as
with our negotfating teams in Geneva,

And let there>be no doubt we're
ready. We'll consider every serious
proposal, and, we have the determina-
tion to suc in this, the most impor-
tant undenaklngaol our generation.
Now, any of ve questions on thig
subject, 1 think we should dispose of
those first. )

Ql‘JESTIoNs AND ANSWERS
i;Need for Summit Meeting  that might lead to andif there's a need
3 Q. Mr. Prosiden, do you think wa it~ omarerpremge 6 Questions on the
LAyvmud. be good to have a summit meet- games )

5 ing with first to try to nail
o down what they’re really proposing
pow, what all these new proposals

ta mean and are you ready for such a

summit? .
A, Nu;oéedthmkb;hnt ﬂnfsga t;lks
are supj to begin earl Febru.
Jary, the first wéek of Febr{ary. Gen.
ceral Rowny and Ed Nitze are pre-
pared to I think. that that
tabeanlaca firet and we cea then what

. 'Perceptlon of Disarray

Q. Well, sir, I have a question on one
of the things you mentioned, the sub-
ject of disarray, if I may, There is a

 perception, Mr. President, that the
disarray is here in the White House,
that you have been out of touch, that
you have had to be dragged back by
your staff and friends on Capitol Hill

#a moba roalictie daciciane in tha

. /
budget. There was even a newspaper

B

ence

YOI opening statement the MX mis-
column .‘g}ylnﬂ that your Presic is"  sila During the you ran for
failing. Would direct yvugsel( to . office you repeatedly ridiculed former
this perception’ N Px’;:sldgxt Carter for his failed efforts

A.Yes, that's why I came izt fo point *

out to you accurately where the disar.
ray lies. It's in those storiés that seem
be going around because they are
not based on fact. And I would suggest
that sometimes in the — you get soz_ng
unnamed source information — thai
:’l:l)l' of u: iﬁ t{xe White ngse vvviqu,ld be
illing to help you out by giving you
ananswer as to whether that infnosrma-
tion s correct or not.

Q. Specificially, on the business of
your staff, the story that your staff
and your friends such as Senator Lax.
alt had to'sort of drag you back from
an economic meeting plan that was

failing — was it your decision to make 3

these terms that we hear about to.
ward new taxes or perhaps a different

ap})mach to cutting the budget in the
. defense matters?

A. Maybe the problem is that what
we're doing is a little bit new to Wash,
ington. I said from the very beginni
that we had a cabinet-type govern.

. ment as I'd had in Sacramento. That
we had a Cabinet that was chosen for
their ability and their knowledge and
not because they controlled delegates
3: a convention or somy .~ Ang

hat I would seek advice and eve:

i ing very well, And it is
%lf\le thaél aske? and want n;; h“ﬁ difi
ering viewpoints on . But then
m?kfluat.hq decisions, and this has
working very well, and we've had a
very heavy agenda for the last few
weeks. We've been worl long
hours on a number of s that are

before us here, and as I say, wehad a_ -

very serious and a long meeting yes.
terday on this particular subjgg. But
now we're getting too far away from
the general subject. .

Likelihood of Arms Treaty

over
think that by the time your first term -

i8 up that we will have an arms reduc-
tion treaty with the Soviet Unjon?

ong knowing the history of the some
attempts by this country to bri
about arms reduction and Contro] wit
the Soviet Union in the past, to make a
medlction or

ind on this. I will say this: We wi

t0 get ant MX basing plan and get the

ragram going, How has your
gmgmbemgv;:}g different

how could you say that your efforts
hhfa‘{ae been any more successful than

my cl('iiiﬁtism mainly

.. Well now, it you'll forgive me,
inly was I was in
‘with his plan, not

. isagreement
a f,aifum t&get it. I just did not believe

" wig — that [ t and

5

rom the counsel and advice that I
sought was able to
1 did not believe that such aplan

practical or that it would in any

way result in more security for the
wiapons system, “

. glsm
{ When
” cente
- you've overpromised the r:
:the economy. And much

Economy and Taxes

Q. Mr. President, a lot of the criti-
which.lg
we talked about disarray has
ered around the fact that perhaps
i ery of

what's
has cen.

written in recent d:

lays cen-
tered on that when they talked of dis-
array, and you seem to have changed

Your' positions by being

described in

. articles as willing to think about taxes

‘i
bring
9

the outyears if they’re needed to
down the deficit. All of that has
ontributed to this. Do you think that’s

unfair
‘A, 1 have and will continue to say

that there are still decisions to be
made. We've made great progress on,

with regard to the

et plan. I do

e
* not believe that philosophically I have
changed at all. But I'm not pre;
19 discuss that, and we now have left

- i

Yut a time limit of anLyr )

stay at a table negotiating as long as:
there {s any change atall of segxg.n% ki

arm3 reduction because it is the mosf
importan{pmblem facing this genera. -
tion.

~ Alternatives in Talks ~ -

Q. Sir, could you comment on sto-

ries that have circulated in'recent

days that sometime after the general "5‘9

elections you might explore alterna-

tives to your zero [inaudible]?
A. No, and here you'rs getting dan-
gerously into an area that can't be
to discussion, which is the tac-

have — you've tied your
regard to attaining an) 3

\ = \
Efforts on MX Missile -

.yayor
¢aks hay

this other subject and we should get
bBacktoit. Iam —

i Q. I was coming back to this one,

| A. No, [ think that, again, this has
very iaccurate -~ things thal

- been t
¢ only options being presented, and

n whicli there has been no decision,
ind, as I say, I've asked for the widest
ange of options, And then I suddenly
oo as rumor that I
ave made a decision or that I have

A. I think it would be unwise for any. gecided onthis or I'm willing to go this

not. That is where, as I say, the
ve very inaccurate and T’

; Would — I just don’t think you should

lace so much confidence in them.

A Good Week for Leaks
ng‘ Sir, may I follow that for a sec.
? Since the policy on leaks was an-
igunced on Monday, the Secretary of
teasury put on record, or on back-
zround, Virtually all of the tax meas-

.ures that are being considered for the

-All in all, sir, it's been a ves
eek for d

budget; the Secretary of Defense

lew budg
* <aid on television that there would be
m

ilitary and civilian pay freeze —
details are open — and the Associ-
Attorney General revealed, on the
ecord, your decision to veto the
rime and one of the wilderness bills,

§5

t you were

- gble to identify every one of those peo-

th;  ple. They didn’t come and appe:

ar in
Wscast or in print as “an un-

ey
fy:e;nrﬂﬁed high White House source.””
L.

But that’s where the

on Foreign

A. Well, T haven't seen the exact
words of some of those statements,
but I would suggest that maybe they

. were trying to explain away the mis-
statements, or the assumptions, that

Military Budget Cuts

4 Q. Mr. Secretary — oh, Mr. Presi-
lent —

A. Gee, I thought for a minute I'd
lost my job! . .

Q. In addition to the Secretaries,
Secretary Regan, Secretary Weinber-
ger, others have spoken publicly. The
Joint Chiefs of Staff spoke publicly
about your defense cuts and said that
they would have preferred the cuts to
be in weapons systems, not in pay and
personnel; that you actually hurt
readiness. Doesn't this contri

down on your defense builduj
your commitment not to hurt the
readiness? N

less? -

A. No. There has been, as the Secre-
tary admitted, that there might be
some slight stretching out’of our
readiness preparations, but we have
already achieved great gains in those.
So it isn’t as though we were starting
from scratch from that. But our
greference was not to delay or set

ack the weapons buildups that we
need in order to close the window of
vulnerability. And at the same time,
may I say that we think with our arms
control talks we are creating a win-
dow of opportunity here,

But, no, we haven’t rétreated from
our position on that. I myself would
have preferred to not have to make
cuts. We're facing reality with what
we’re going to present in a budget to
the Cq and what we believe can
meet our problems and would be ac-
ceptable to Congress. \

Social Security Issue

Q. Mr. President, we've been told
our time with you is limited. On Social
Security, your chief of staff has said
on the record now you would consider
moving up the payroll tax increases in
Social Security, the ones that have al-
ready been passed and would come
into effect'down the road. What will
you do if the Social Security Commis-
sion, by tomorrow, does not give you
any recommendations? .

- A. The — well, we’ll see if they’re

ing to. If they’re goin%w planona
lew more days before they come to
such a decision, then we’ll give them
those few more days, or whatever
time this takes, We must resolve this
problem. The — I know that some of
the dispute centers on the subject of
whether increased revenues
should be the answer to the some 30
years’ imbalance of Social Security,
or whether it should be made with cut.

and Dc'i'r'ries_tlépl\/li

atters

pointed some, So it is ‘a commission”

appointed by both sides and both the'
Legislature” and the Executive’
branch. s <

iQ.Butiftgg;eism;eoo enda..
tion to you, don’t you have tq move,
" ahead with a plan of your own in C%Vn:‘
gressthisyear? * - i 7
'mA. Yes. Then we
em once again. But again, my aim;
inall of this has becn to treat ik o
problem honeslg and not return to the;
political furor that was created when;
we tried to bring this subject up more;
a year ago. And when it was
chosen, or somé chose to maks it, a
political football for political results’
and frightened the life out of a great
many senior citizens with the thought .
that this, on which they’re so depend-
ent, was going to be taken away from
them, no one that I know in this Gov-
ernment has any intention of taking
away the checks that these p:xgle are
getting. I've said it over qver
il it does not get as-
much attention as the lies that have

been told by those who want to portray =~

us as somehow out to destroy Social
Securif

Q. Thank you, Mr. President.
A. Helen, thank you very much.

Confidence in Nitze
Q. Does Paul Nitzs have your conft.,
dence? 3

A. Yes, yes. PR

On Campaign Promises
Q.. You don’t af,nee that your Presi.,”
dency is failing, do you? 2y
A. No, and T 'look at the record, and’
as a matter of fact I got out some of
your pﬁtx)lltxmgs» at least bosﬁme of your
group’s this morning, about campa;
promises that I'd made. And this wg;
gﬁnted before I took office. And we,
ave either succeeded in keeging-
them or have made an effort to eep.
them and still been frustrated by the
majority dparty in the House.” But,
we've made a solid effort to get every-
oneof these things, .
. But I would like'to just Iéave you,
ow, and no more time for no more
i it i“usl would like to get
- your minds back to this, because F
think this is so important that our,
allies should not be, from the things:
that they read, be concerned about
whether we’re la in'determina-,
tion, over whether we are indeed iry
disarray. We're not. There i3 _com-
plete— -, e
Q. Mr. President, are the Russiang.

—[l{nldentified voii:e}: Please,‘we‘ve‘

I'm not going to make a choice on this

until I see what the entire thing is that

they recommend. . N
There have been references to this

"as “‘my commission, the Presidential

commission.”” Let me call to your at-

t I announced that it
isan and that there
were three of us that would appoint. I

to change your stand,

N § seeming
N Mr Precident. vou mentioned in ?h{?“-v\nn af it camea from

appointed the ma-
jority leader of the Senate appointed
some. the Speaker of the House ap-

* got to stop. When Helen says “

you,” that's it. i
Q. But Helen’s the one who thew
asked another question. . :
#}mdenlified voice]: She. said,
Dismissal of R ;

Q. Why did you fire Mr. Rostow, Mr.:
President? 2
[Unidentified  voice]: - Sandra,
please! - N

A. Sandra, that's all been explained
away, and it’s in here in the state-' .
ment, that we were simply streamlin.:
ing the management. . .
m%.Comebackhereandseeuamn! N

A. Yes, I enjoy this here. I guess I

* can’t get all of you in the Oval Office.

will have to face. .

—frn
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